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M It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
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did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



Part III. 



DARREN W. ARK 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




(Examiner/SPE Signature) 



(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-413B (04-03) 



Examiner Initiated Interview Summary 



Paper No. 20050504 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 10/825,505 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
indicated to applicant that most of claims require minor changes to correct claim objections and 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd 
paragraph problems. Examiner also stated that claim 15 does not particularly define over the Rawls '609, Austin '657, 
or Cunningham '527 since each discloses a tubular member which is capable of being slidably disposed in the opening 
of the enclosure since Rawls, Austin, and Cunnigham can each have their tubular members disengaged from the 
threaded collar such that they can slide within the opening when not engaged with the threads. Examiner suggested 
amending claim 15 to recite further recite the lower position as having the lower end of the tubular member also being 
above the lower rim similarly to the raised position, since Examiner believes that the patentable feature of the desired 
invention is that the lower end of the tubular member which is above the lower rim in both the raised and lower 
positions. Applicant agreed to the proposed changes. Please see the Examiner's Amendment for details. 



